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A. IT IS ERROR FOR THE APPELLATE COURT TO WEIGH THE

ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE BY EXAMINING THE EXPERT'S

CREDIBILITY.
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Case Name: In re Det. of Darnell McGary

Court of Appeals Case Number: 42552-1

1s this a Personal Restraint Petition? 0 Yes * No

The document being Filed is:

0 Designation of Clerk's Papers 1:1 Supplemental Designation of Clerk's Papers

Statement of Arrangements

Motion:

Answer/Reply to Motion:

Brief: Reply

Statement of Additional Authorities

Cost Bill

Objection to Cost Bill

Affidavit

Letter

0 Copy of Verbatim Report of Proceedings - No. of Volumes:

Hearing Date(s):

Personal Restraint Petition (PPP)

0 Response to Personal Restraint Petition

0 Reply to Response to Personal Restraint Petition

0 Other:

Comments:

No Comments were entered.
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